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Abstract

It is well-known that Brualdi-Hoffman-Turan-type problem asks what is the maximum spec-
tral radius A(G) of an F-free graph G with m edges? It can be viewed as a spectral characteriza-
tion on the existence of the subgraph F in GG. A nice contribution on the above problem is due to
Nikiforov (2002), which states that A(G) < y/2m(1 — 1/r) for every K, ;-free graph of size m.
Let 01 p 4 be the theta graph, which is obtained by connecting two vertices with 3 internally dis-
joint paths of lengths 1, p, g, respectively. Let Fj be the fan graph, i.e., the join of a K; and a path
Pj;_1, and let F}, 3 be the friendship graph obtained from k triangles by sharing a common vertex.
In this paper, we use k-core method and spectral techniques to resolve some spectral extrema of
graphs with fixed size. Firstly, we show that, for k > 3 and m > %kfs +6k5+46k*+56k3+196k2, if
G is Foppo-free, then A\(G) < ELAM=EEL oqyality holds if and only if G =2 K,V (%2 —551) K.
This confirms a conjecture posed by Yu, Li and Peng [29]. Yu-Li-Peng conjecture is much stronger
than both Zhai-Lin-Shu’s conjecture [31] and Li’s conjecture (see [21]). The former conjectures

KV (% — %)Kl is the unique Cogy1-free or Cop4o-free graph of size m having the maximum
spectral radius; the latter conjectures KjV (% - %)Kl is the unique 6, 2 2k —1-free or 8; 2 2-free

graph of size m having the maximum spectral radius. Secondly, we show that, for £ > 3 and
m = %k6 + 6k5 + 46k* + 56k3 + 196k, if G is Fy 3-free of size m, then A\(G) < bolbvam—k241 V42m_kz+1,
equality holds if and only if G = Ky V (7 — %)Kl This confirms a conjecture proposed by Li,
Lu and Peng [Discrete Math. 346(2023)113680]. Finally, we identify the 6, , ,-free graph of size
m having the largest spectral radius, where ¢ > p > 3 and p+ ¢ > 2k + 1. Some further research
problems are also proposed.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider only simple and finite graphs. Unless otherwise stated, we follow the

traditional notation and terminology (see, for instance, Godsil and Royle [8], West [30]).
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Let G = (V(G),E(G)) be a graph with vertex set V(G) = {v1,...,v,} and edge set E(G) =
{e1,...,em}, where n and m are the order and size of G, respectively. Let A(G) be the adjacency
matrix of G. Clearly, it is real symmetric. Hence, its eigenvalues are real and we can arrange them
as M (G) = -+ = \y(G). The spectral radius, A\(G), of G is max{|A\1(G)|,...,|\.(G)|}. Actually, it
is equal to A1(G) by Perron Frobenius theorem. Let G and H be two graphs, define G U H to be
their disjoint union. Then G V H is defined to be their join obtained from G U H by adding edges
to connect each vertex of G with all vertices of H.

In 1985, Brualdi and Hoffman [3] initiated the problem on characterizing graphs of given size

having maximal spectral radius. In particular, they posed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1. Let G be a graph of size m without isolated vertices. If m = (g) +b with0 < b < a,
then A\(G) < AN(Kp V (Kq—p U K1)) with equality if and only if G = Ky V (Kq—p U K7).

Some special cases of Conjecture [[.I] were confirmed by Brualdi and Hoffman [3], Friedland [7]
and Stanley [25]. Conjecture [[.J] was completely resolved by Rowlinson [23].
As an analogue of Conjecture [T Bhattacharya, Friedland and Peled [2] posed the following

conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2. Let G be a bipartite graph of size m with bipartite sets S and T, where 2 < |S| <
IT| and 0 < m < |S||T|. If G achieves the mazimum spectral radius, then G is obtained from a

complete bipartite graph by adding one vertex and a corresponding number of edges.

Conjecture was confirmed for some special cases by Bhattacharya, Friedland and Peled [2],
Chen et al. [4], Das et al. [5] and Liu and Weng [20]. For more advances on Conjecture [[.2] we refer
the reader to [32] 28].

Let H be a graph. A graph G is said to be H-free, if it does not contain H as a subgraph. Let
G(m, H) be the set of all H-free graphs such that each of which is of size m. The following is the
well-known Brualdi-Hoffman-Turan-type problem, attracting more and more researchers’ attention;
See [16], [17].

Problem 1 (Brualdi-Hoffman-Turan-type problem). What is the mazimum spectral radius A\(G) of
an H-free graph G with m edges?

In general speaking, the study on Problem [I] has a close relationship with a triangle. Note that
the triangle can be seen as either a cycle C3 or a complete graph K3. The start point for research
on Problem [ is the triangle. In 1970, Nosal [13] showed that A\(G) < y/m for every graph G in
G(m, K3). Lin, Ning and Wu [20] extended Nosal’s result showing that A\(G) < v/m — 1 for non-
bipartite Cs-free graph G of size m, with equality if and only if G = C5. Under the same condition,
Zhai and Shu [33] improved Lin, Ning and Wu’s results as A(G) < )\(SKZmTA ) with equality if and
only if G & SKZmTA, where SK2,mTfl is obtained by subdividing an edge of K27m74.

The second point on Problem [ concerns the family of odd cycles containing C3. Sun and
Li [26] showed that if G is a non-bipartite {C3,C5}-free graphs of given size m, then A(G) <
\/ ZuEVG 2 —m+4q + 5, equality holds if and only if G = C7, where ¢ denotes the number of
4-cycles in G. Let 7(m) be the largest root of 2* — 2% — (m — 3)2? + (m — 4)x +m — 5 = 0. Li, Peng

[18], and Sun, Li [26], independently, considered the further stability result as below: Let G be a



non-bipartite {Cs, C5}-free graph of given size m, then A(G) < r(m), equality holds if and only if
G= RK27mT73 and m is odd, where RK27mT73 is obtained from the complete bipartite graph K27mT73
by replacing one of its edges by P5. The even case for m was solved by Li and Yu [16] recently.

Li, Sun and Yu [15] also showed that, for {C3,Cs, ..., Cay1 }-free graph G, one has A\2F 4 \2F <
w, where Tr(-) is the trace of the corresponding matrix. All the corresponding extremal

graphs are characterized. Furthermore, if GG is non-bipartite, then

Tr(A%(@)) r \*
ME(G) ¢ =22 <2(:os k—i—2> .

2

Equality holds if and only if £k = 1 and G = C5. Clearly, when k& = 1, it coincides with Lin, Ning
and Wu’s result [20] mentioned as above.

The third point on Problem [1l concerns identifying an edge of a triangle with that of some other
cylce, or sharing a vertex of a triangle with those of other cycles. Let 6, , be the theta graph, which
is obtained by connecting two vertices with 3 internally disjoint paths of length ¢, p,q. Sun, Li and
Wei [27] established sharp upper bounds on A\(G) for G in G(m, 6 2 3) and G(m, 61 2 4), respectively.
Consequently, it may deduce the graph in G(m, C5) or G(m,Cs) having the largest spectral radius
(i.e., [31, Theorem 1.2]). Recently, Lu, Lu and Li [22] determined the graph among G(m, 6 25)
having the largest spectral radius. Let B,;1 be the (r 4+ 1)-book obtained from r + 1 triangles by
sharing an edge. Nikiforov [12] determined the graph among G(m, B,;1) having the largest spectral
radius.

In 2021, Zhai, Lin and Shu [31] proposed the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.3 ([31]). Let k be a fized positive integer and G be a graph of sufficiently large size m

(G) > k—1+\/42m—k2+1

without isolated vertices. If A , then G contains a cycle Cy for everyt < 2k+2,

unless G = Ky, V (7 — %)Kl

Zhai, Lin and Shu [31] confirmed Conjecture[[3lfor k = 2, where the extremal graph KoV mT_lK 1

exists only for odd m. Y. Li proposed the following conjecture (see also [21]):

Conjecture 1.4. Let k > 3 and m be large enough. If G € G(m,0129,—1) U G(m,0129), then
MNG) < Eeltvam—ki4l W with equality if and only if G = Ky V (7 — %)Kl

Very recently, Li, Zhai and Shu [I7] confirmed Conjecture [[L4l Consequently, Conjecture [L.3]

was also confirmed. It is natural to consider the following problem:
Problem 2. What is the mazimum spectral radius of graphs among G(m, 61 ,4) for ¢ > p > 37

Recall that F}, 3 is the friendship graph obtained from £ triangles by sharing a common vertex.
Li, Lu and Peng [19] showed that the maximum spectral radius of graphs among G(m, F33) is
Lrviam=3 ng_?’ and the corresponding extremal graph is Ks V mT_lKl. Furthermore, they posed the

following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.5 ([19]). Let k > 3 be fized and m be large enough. If G € G(m, Fy, 3), then A\(G) <
k=ltvidm—k +1 W with equality if and only if G = K V (7 — %)Kl

Let F, = K1V P_1 denote the fan graph on k vertices and we call the vertex with degree k — 1
the central vertex. Recently, Yu, Li and Peng [29] proposed the following conjecture:



Conjecture 1.6. Let k > 2 be fized and m be sufficiently large. If G € G(m, Fori1) or G €
m k
3

G(m, Fopys), then \(G) < E=lEvam=—k?+1 V42m_k2+1 with equality if and only if G = Ki V ( %)Kl

Yu, Li and Peng [29] considered the case k = 2 for Fyp,q-free graphs, whereas Zhang and
Wang [34] considered the case k = 3 for Fyyy1-free graphs.

Motivated by [17, 29, 34], in this paper we consider the Fy,o-free graphs and F}, 3-free graphs,
respectively, for & > 3. We will give a unified approach to resolve Problem [2, Conjectures
and [L.6l

Our first main result determines the largest spectral radius of Fyyyo-free graph of size m for

k > 3 and the corresponding extremal graph is characterized.

Theorem 1.7. Let k > 3 and m > k% + 6k + 46k* + 56k + 196k>. If G € G(m, Foy2), then
MG) < Eeltviamokitl W with equality if and only if G = K V (¢ — %)Kl

Observe that every Fyyyi-free must be Fy i o-free, ie., G(m, Forpi11) C G(m, Fogyo), and Ki V
(7 — %)K 1 € G(m, Fo11). Hence, Conjecture is a direct consequence of Theorem [L.7]

Our second main result determines the largest spectral radius of F}, 3-free graph of size m for
k > 3 and the corresponding extremal graph is identified. By Theorem [L.8 below, Conjecture

follows immediately.

Theorem 1.8. Let k > 3 and m > %kﬁ + 6k5 + 46k* 4 56K3 + 196Kk%. If G € G(m, Fy3), then
MG) < Eeleviam—ki4l W with equality if and only if G = Ky V (7 — %)Kl

Our last main result determines the largest spectral radius of 6 ,-free graph of size m for
q > p > 3 and the corresponding extremal graph is also characterized. Consequently, Theorem [L.9]
below resolves Problem [2 for p +¢ > 7.

Theorem 1.9. Let k > 3 and m > 3k% + 6k5 + 46k* + 56k + 196k>. If G € G(m, 01 ,4) or G €
G(m,b1,5) withq>p>3,s>r>3,p+q=2k+1 andr+s = 2k+2, then A\(G) < Eltvdm—k+1 V42m_k2+1
with equality if and only if G = K V (% — %)Kl

Organization. We begin by introducing some notation and some preliminary results in Section
In Section Bl we characterize the local structure of the extremal graph in depth, which is the theoretic
foundation for the proofs of our main results. In Section [, we give the proofs of Theorems [[7] [I.§]

and [L9l Some concluding remarks are given in the last section.

2. Preliminaries

Notation. For a graph G with a vertex u € V(G), let Ng(u) be the neighborhood of v in G and
Nglu]l = Ng(u) U {u}. Let e(G) = |E(G)| be the size of G and |G| = |V (G)| be the order of G. For
two vertex-disjoint subsets S,7° C V(G), we denote by Eq(S,T") the set of edges with one vertex
in S and the other in 7" and e (S,T) = |Eq(S,T)|. Moreover, let G[S] be the subgraph induced
by S and Eg(S) be the edge set of G[S]. Similarly, we denote eq(S) = |Eg(S)|. For vertex subsets
S and T of V(G), simplicity, we often use Ng(T') to denote UyerN(u) NS and Ng[T] to denote
Ng(T)UT. Further, we also use S (resp. 1) to denote G[S] (resp. G[T]). All the subscripts defined

here will be omitted if it is clear from the context.



Throughout our text we denote by P,,C, and K, the path, cycle and complete graph on n
vertices, respectively. Let G — uv denote the graph obtained from G by deleting edge uv € E(G),
and let G + wv be obtained from G by adding edge uv ¢ E(G) (this notation is naturally extended
if more than one edge is added or deleted). The symbol ~ denotes that two vertices in question are
adjacent.

Since the adjacency matrix A(G) is irreducible and nonnegative for a connected graph, by
Perron-Frobenius theorem, we know that the largest eigenvalue of A(G) is equal to the spectral
radius A(G) of G, and there exists a positive eigenvector = of A(G) corresponding to A(G). The
eigenvector x mentioned above is the Perron vector of G with coordinate x, corresponding to the
vertex v € V(G). A vertex u* is said to be an extremal verter if z,+ = max,cy(q){7u}-

Let Spr = KV (n — k)K; and S:;k be the graph obtained by adding an edge within the
independent set of S, .. Moreover, let M; be the graph on ¢ vertices consisting of a matching with

|£] edges and one possible vertex (if ¢ is odd).
Some basic lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 ([I0]). Let A and A" be the adjacency matrices of two connected graphs G and G' with
the same vertex set. Suppose that Ng(u) S Ner(u) for some vertex u. If the Perron vector x of G
satisfies T A'x > a7 Az, then A(G') > \(G).

Lemma 2.2 ([31]). Let F' be a 2-connected graph and G attain the mazimum spectral radius in
G(m,F). Then G is connected. Moreover, if u* is an extremal vertex of G, then there exists no cut
vertex in G[V (G) \ {u*}].

Note that given a graph G and a vertex u € V(G), if G|N(u)] contains a Pyy1, then we can

find an Fb1o in G. Hence, the following result follows immediately.

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a graph in G(m, Foyy2). Then for all w € V(G), the graph G[N(u)] is

Popy1-free.

In the following, let G* be the graph in G(m, Foi12) having the maximum spectral radius. By
Lemma 2.2] one can see that G* is connected. By Perron-Frobenius theorem, there exists a positive
eigenvector x corresponding to A(G*) with coordinate x, corresponding to the vertex v € V(G).
We may assume that A\(G*) = A and z,+ = max,cy(g) Ty, = 1 for some uv* € V(G*). Furthermore,
we denote R = N(u*), S = V(G*)\N[u*] and dr(u) = |[Ng(u)| for each vertex u € V(G*).

Let v = —@. Note that Ky V (2 — E2) Ky € G(m, Fopyo), it follows that A > A, v (2 —

E=1YK1). So from then on we may assume that
M (k=DA=m+7. (2.1)
Note that A = Azyx = > cp Ty, and

M= Ny = dgs (u) s + Z dr(u)x, + Z AR (W)Ty.

ueER weS
Hence,
N = (k= DA =de () + Y (dr(u) = k+ Day + Y dr(w)zy. (2.2)
ueER weS



For an arbitrary subset L of R, we define

n(L) = (dr(u) — k+ D)ay — e(L). (2.3)

uel
In particularly, if L = (), we define (L) = 0. Together with ([2:2)) and ([23)), we get

N — (k= DA =dg-(u) +n(R) + e(R) + Y _ dr(w)zy

gaymw+nua+dRy+§;S) (2.4)
= n(R) +m — e(S).

Combining (ZI) and (Z4) gives us
n(R) = e(S) +v =1 (2.5)

By (24]) and (23, one sees if n(R) = v, then e(S) = 0 and z,, = 1 for each w € S.

We now recall the terminology of k-core, which was introduced by Seidman [24] in 1983. A
k-core of a graph G is the largest induced subgraph of G such that its minimum degree is at least
k. It is obvious that a k-core can be obtained iteratively from G by deleting the vertices of degree
at most k — 1 until the resulting graph is empty or is of minimum degree at least k. It is known
that k-core is well-defined, that is, it does not depend on the order of vertex deletion. A graph is
referred to as (k — 1)-degenetate if its k-core is empty. It brings a breakthrough in extremal graph
theory (see [1] and [14] for details). Nikiforov [I1] was the first to utilize these notions to study
spectral extremal graph theory. Now the core of graph is a key tool, which was used to study the
spectral graph theory (see [9, [17]).

In the following, we shall introduce a variable on R as follows. Now we denote by L¢ the vertex
set of the (k — 1)-core of G*[L]. It is obvious that L¢ C L for every subset L of R. And if L = 0),
then L¢ = (). We need the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.4 ([I7]). For every subset L of R, we have n(L) < n(L€) with equality if and only if
L=L°.
Let J be the family of connected components in G*[R¢] and |J| be the number of members in
J. By the definition of (k — 1)-core, we have §(J) > k — 1 for each J € J. Therefore, it follows
from (2.3]) that for each J € J,
nV(D) < Y (dy(w) —k+1)—e(J) (2.6)
ueV (J)
= e(J)—(k—=1)|J|.

Equality in (2.6) holds if and only if x,, = 1 for each u € V(J) with dj(u) > k. We denote by

L, k1 the family of graphs obtained from Sﬁ_l\,kfl by deleting an arbitrary edge. By Lemma 23]

J C G*[R] is Pyyy1-free, then the following lemmas in [17] still hold.
Lemma 2.5 ([17]). Let 71 = {J € J||J| = 2k + 1}. Then for each J € Ji,
v+, ifJ Slf,uH;
nV({J) <q§ % if J € Lyjp-1;
v - %, otherwise.
If J € L 5—1 and n(V(J)) =, then z, = 1 for each v € V(J) with d;j(u) > k.

6



In what follows, we consider the members in J \ J;. Recall that §(J) > k — 1 for each J € J.
Hence, for each J € J\ J1, we have k < |J| < 2k. Now, let J> be the subfamily of [ \ J1, in which

every member does not contain any cycle of length large than 2k — 2.

Lemma 2.6 ([I7]). For every member J € Ja, we have n(V(J)) < —(k —1).

3. Characterizing 71, J2, J3, J1 and J5

Recall that J1 = {J € J||J| = 2k + 1} and J> is the subfamily of J \ Ji, in which every
member does not contain any cycle of length larger than 2k — 2. So we let J3 be the subfamily
of 7\ (J1 U Je), in which every member does not contain any cycle of length larger than 2k — 1.
Then for every member J € Js, it contains a longest cycle of length 2k — 1 and 2k — 1 < |j| < 2k.
Let 7y = J\ (J1 U J2 U J3), that is, J contains a longest cycle of length 2k for each J € Jj,
thus, |J| = 2k and Ngr(u) C V(J) for each u € V(J), otherwise, we obtain a P41 in G*[R], a
contradiction. Moreover, let J5 be the subfamily of J4, in which n(V'(J)) > 0 for each J € J5.

In this section, we firstly establish an upper bound on n(V(J)) for J € J3U Jy. Then we
determine the cardinalities, respectively, for J1, J2, J3 and J4. In the remaining of our context, the

notation k is always referred to parameter in the forbidden graph Fox 2.

3.1. Upper bound on n(V(J)) for J € J3U Jy.

In this subsection, we establish an upper bound on n(V(J)) for J € J3 U Jsy. We need the

following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let s > 2 and G = Ky V H, where graph H is obtained from Koz 1 by deleting
arbitrary s edges. Then for any v € V(H), there exists a Pys in G starting from v.

Proof. We prove the result by induction on s. Obviously, the result is true for s = 2. Now let
£ > 3 and assume the result is true for s < £ — 1. Let G = K; V H, where graph H is obtained
from Ky 1 by deleting arbitrary ¢ edges. For any v € V(H), we can find a u € Ny (v) such
that H — v — u is obtained from Ksyy_3 by deleting at most £ — 1 edges. By induction, for any
w € Ng(u) N (V(H) \ {u,v}) there exists a Py_o in G — {u, v} starting from w and then we find a
Py in G starting from v. This completes the proof. O

In order to establish an upper bound on n(V(J)) for J € J3 U Jy, we need the following key

lemma.
Lemma 3.2. J5 is empty.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that | J5| > 1. We need the following claims to complete the proof.

Claim 1. e(J) > 2k(k — 1) for each J € Js.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that e(J) < 2k(k — 1) for some J € J5. By (28], we obtain
n(V(J)) <e(J)— (k—1)|J| <0, contradicting the definition of Js. O

Claim 2. ZUEV(J) Ty > 2k — 2 for each J € Js.



Proof. Suppose that there exists a J € J5 such that ZUEV < 2k —2. By (23] and Claim[I] we
obtain n(V(J)) < (A(J) —k+1) X ev () To—e(J) < k(2k— 2) —Qk(k— 1) =0, a contradiction. O

Claim 3. |J5| < 725 + L.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that | J5| > T)\—z + 1. Note that for each J € J5 and each u € V(J),
Ngr(u) CV(J), and so dr(u) = dj(u). Next we show

n(V(J)) < k for each J € Jj. (3.7

In fact, one may see that |.J| = 2k for each J € Ji. Then A(J) < 2k — 1 and so e(J) < 2-L(J]. In
view of (Z8), we have n(V(J)) < e(J) — (k — 1)|J| < 3|J| = k, as desired.
Recall that e(J) < k(2k — 1) for each J € J5. By Claim Rland ([31), for each J € J5, we obtain

A=k+1D)2k—2)<A—k+1) > =

veV (J)
= Z (T + Z Ty + Z Ty) — Z(kz—l)xv
veV (J) u€N ;7 (v) weNg(v) veV (J)
v+ Y @) —k+Da+ Y Y a,
veV (J) veV (J) weNg(v)
<2k +n(V(J)) +e(J)+e(J,S)
< 2k + 2K 4 ¢(J,S).

It follows that e(J, S) > (2k —2)A — (k — 1)(2k — 2) — 2k — 2k? = (2k — 2)\ — 4k? 4 2k — 2. Note that
KV (% = 54Ky € G(m, Faryn). Hence, X > MKy, V (% — 532 )Ky) = ELAmalZil o/ >
%kz?’ + 2k? + 14k. Together with Claim [T, we obtain

m = dre(u*) + e(R°) + e(R°, S)
> ) (1] +e(J) +e(],9))

JeTs

> ( + 1)((2k — 2N — 4k% 4 2k — 2 + 2k?)

2k — 2
>X —(k—1X—n,

contradicting (2.1). O

Denote 7 = max{n(V(J)) | J € Js} for simplicity.

Claim 4. ¢(S) < (525 + 1) + 2.

Proof. We first show
n(V(J)) <0 for each J € Js. (3.8)

In fact, if |J| = 2k — 1, then e(J) < (*;!). Thus by (28), we obtain n(V (J)) < (k — 1)(2k — 1) —
(k—1)(2k—1) = 0. If |.J| = 2k, then assume without loss of generality that V(J) = V(Ca—1) U{v}
and dj(v) > k — 1. One sees that v has just & — 1 neighbors in V(Cy;_1). Otherwise there is
a Cy in J, contradicting the definition of J3. One may also see that G*[V(Cor_1)] # Kog—1,

otherwise combining with dj(v) = k — 1 > 2, there exists a Cy in J, a contradiction. Thus



e(J) =e(J—v)+ds(v) < (k—1)|J|—1. Together with ([2.6]), we have n(V (J)) < e(J)—(k—1)|J| < —1
for J € J3 with |J| = 2k.

By Lemmas [25] and (BR), we have n(V(J)) < 0 for each J € J\ J5. Thus, n(R°) =
YoegnV(T) < X jezn(V(J)) < 0|T5]. Together with (2.5]), Lemma 2.4l and Claim [3] we have

e(S) < n(R°) — v < il Js| + 5 <25 + 1) + 25 as desired. O

NN

Now we come back to show Lemma

By Claim[I], one may assume that, for each J € Js, it is obtained from Ky by deleting ¢ 5 (< k—1)
edges. So these t edges are incident with at most 2t vertices of V' (J). Therefore, there are at least
2k — 2t ; vertices, say v1,v2,...,V25—2t,, in V(J) such that dj(vi) = - = dj(vog—2,) = 2k — 1 and
Tyy 200 2 Tug, o, ,- By Lemma Bl Ng(v1),...,Ns(var—_2t,) and U?iquwﬂ Ng(v;) are pairwise
disjoint. Otherwise, there exists a copy of Fbrio in G*, a contradiction.

Recall that S = V(G) \ N[u*]. Let Sp = {w € S|ds(w) = 0} and S; = S\ Sp. It is clear
that |S1| < 2e(S). More precisely, there is no vertex in Sy being the neighbor of v; for every
i €42,...,2k — 2t;}. Otherwise, there exists a vertex w € Ng,(v;) for some i € {2,...,2k — 2t;},
and so Nj(w) = {v;}. Then G = G* — v;w + viw is an Fyyo-free graph with larger spectral radius
than G*, a contradiction. That is to say, dg(v;) = dg, (v;) for every i € {2,...,2k —2t;}. Therefore,

2k—2t 2k—2t;
DIFTED D SR S
i=2 i=2 uEN;(v;) wENs (v;)

2k—2t 2k—2t
<(2k—-2t;-1)+ Z dy(vi) + Z ds, (v;)
=2 =2

< |S1| + 2k(2k — 2t — 1).

Recall that |S1] < 2e(S). By Claim [l we obtain

2k—2t

S < 2e(S) + 2k(2k — 2t — 1)
! A
=2
A~ k(k—
_ 20y + 1) + ) + 2K(2k — 2t — 1)
= A
7 N 2 + 5k% — 4kt — 3k
k-1 A '
Combining with (23] gives us
2k—2t 5
n(V(J)) = Z (dj(u) —k+ Dz, + k Z Ty, — e(J)
UEV(J)\{UQ,...,ng,QtJ} =2

2k—2t 5
<e(J) - > dy(u) = (k= DIV () \ {2, vopae Y+ 5 Y o,
UG{UQ,...,ng,QtJ} =2

< (22k> —ty = (2k =12k =25 — 1) = (k= 1)(2ts + 1)

il 2ﬁ+wﬁ—4mJ—Mﬁ
k—1 A
4k? k 5k3 — 3k? + 2ik

=2k —1— —)t; — 2k% + 2k i
( )\)J 2k i+ 3

+ k(
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Bear in mind that A > /m > 3k3 4 2k? + 14k. So we have

2 5k% — 3k

4k
+ i+ .
PR TN T VU e Ty

3k2 + 2k + 14

n(V(J)) < (2k—1— Yt —2k* 2k ( (3.9)

In order to complete the proof of Lemma [3.2] it suffices to show the following claim.
Claim 5. For each J € J5, one hast; =k — 1.

Proof. By Claim[l t; < k—1 for each J € J5. Suppose 0 < t; < k—2 for some J € J5. By (31, we

have /) < k. Combining with 30) and k > 3, we obtain n(V (J)) < &+ —i—%—ﬂr < -1,

O

a contradiction.

By Claim Bl we have t; = k — 1 for each J € J5. Then by (2.6]), we obtain n(V(J)) <
e(J) — (k—1)|J| <1 for each J € J5. Thus ) < 1. Together with k > 3 and B9), n(V(J)) <

2k+44
St m — k < 0, a contradiction.
This completes the proof. O

Up to now, we know that for all J € J, one has n(V(J)) < 0. Combining with (23] and
Lemma 24 we have e(S) < n(R) —v < n(R¢) — v < k(kgl). Moreover, for every J € J, we
denote by J the subgraph of G* induced by Np(V (J)), where Ng(V (J)) is the subset of R in which
each vertex has at least one neighbor in V(J). For every member J € 7, it is clear that J C J.
Consequently, J is the (k — 1)-core of J and V(J) = (V (J))".

Lemma 3.3. For each J € J3, we have n(V (J)) < —1.

Proof. Recall that for each J € J3, J contains a longest cycle of length 2k —1 and 2k —1 < |J| < 2k.
By the proof of ([3.8)), it suffices to show that our result holds for |J| = 2k — 1.

We first consider J € J3\{Kax_1}. For every such J, one sees e(J) < e(Kop—1)—1 = (k—1)|J|—
Thus by (2.6]) we have n(V(J)) < e(J) — (k —1)|J| < —1, as desired.

Next we consider J = Ky,_1. If there exists a vertex v € V(J) such that dg-(v) < k(k + 1),
then x, < k(kﬂ . By (23]), we have

3 _
WV S (= D+ 2 )

A
ueV (J)\{v}
k3
<@k =2)(k 1)+ T — 2k =Dk - 1)
k3
=—k+1+—.
1t
Together with A > /m > k% + 2k? + 14k and k > 3, we get n(V(J)) < —k+1+ m < -1

In what follows, we prove indeed that there exists a vertex v € V(J) satisfying dG*( ) < k(k+1).
For convenience, let V(J) = {v1,...,vor 1}, S = UXT  Ns(vi), S = UX7" Ng,(v;) and
ST = UZI‘C ' Ng, (v;). Let wy,wy be two different vertices in S’. We are to show the following.

If Nj(wi) N Ny(wy) # 0, then either Nj(wy) C Ny(ws) or Nj(wse) C Ny(wy). (3.10)

In fact, suppose [B.I0) is not true. Then assume Nj(wi) \ Nj(wz) # 0, Nj(wz) \ Nj(wy) # () and
let v1 € Nj(wi) N Ny(wz). Consequently, G*[{u*, wi,wa} UV (J)] contains an Fhyio with central

vertex vy, a contradiction.
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j
for all 1 < # j < £. Moreover, we can assume that w; € S} and Ny(w;) = Ny(S]) for 1 <i <

By (BI0), we can partition S as | J'_, S/ such that (J'_, N;(S}) € V/(J) and N;(S})NNs(S;) =0
L.
We proceed by considering the following two possible cases.

Case 1. dj(w;) > 3 for some 1 < i < /.

Without loss of generality, we assume dj(w;) > 3 and let Nj(w;) = {v1,...,vq}. Then we
have dj(w) = 1 for any w € S\ {w;}. Otherwise, there is a w; € S] \ {w;1} such that N;(w;) C
Ny(S7) and dj(w;) > 2. One may assume that {vi,v2} € Nj(ws). Then there is an Fbyyo in
G*[{w1,w2,u*} UV(J)}], a contradiction. Assume that z,, > --- > x,,. We are to show the
following,.

dy v (v;) = 0 and dgy\ fu,}(v;) = 0 for each 2 < i < d. (3.11)

In fact, if there exists a vertex u € V(J) \ V(J) with u ~ v; for some 2 < i < d. Then there is
an Fypio with central vertex v; in G*[{u*,u, w1} U V(J)], a contradiction. If dgs\(u,1(vi) > 0 for
some 2 < i < d, then Nyj(w) = {v;} for each w € Ngx(v;) \ {w1}. Let G = G* — {v;w | w €
Ngz(vi) \{w1}} + {viw | w € Ngz(v;) \ {w1}}. Then G is an Foyyo-free graph and A(G) > A(G*),
a contradiction.

In view of ([B.I1]), we obtain Ng:(vg) C {w1} and dJ\J(vd) = 0. Thus dg+(vq) < 1+ dgr(vq) +
dg(vg) < 2k + 2e(S) < k(k + 1), as desired.

Case 2. dj(w) <2 for all w € 5.

Recall that J = Ko,1 € J3. Let V(J) = {v1,...,v95_1}. Assume that there exist at least
two distinct vertices, say v;,v;, in V(J) having a common neighbor, say v, in V(J)\ V(J). Assume
without loss of generality that z,, > Ty;. We are to show that ds;; (vj) = 0. If not, since G* is Fojo-
free, we have d;(w) = 1 for each w € Ngx(v;). Let G = G* — {vjw | w € Ngz(vj)} + {viw | w €
Nz (vj)}. Clearly, G is Fopyo-free and A\(G) > A(G™), a contradiction. Thus, dg-(v;) < k(k +1).

Now we consider that there is at most one vertex, say vor_1, in V(J) such that it is adjacent to a
vertex in V(J)\ V(J). Without loss of generality, we assume that z,, = max{z,, |i=1,...,2k—2}
and .y, + Ty = max{z,, + oy, | 1 <i# j <2k —2,Ng(v;) N Ng(v;) # 0}. Then dg: (vl) = 0 and so
dg+(vi) < k(k+1) for each i € {4,...,2k — 2}. Otherwise, if there exists some j € {4,...,2k — 2}
such that dgx(vj) > 0, then, since G* is Foyo-free, we have vop_1 ¢ Ny(w) for all w € Ngzx(vy).
Let G = G* —{vw | v € V(J),w € Ngz(vj),v ~ w} + {vaw,v3w | w € Ngz (vj),ds(w) = 2} + {v1w |
w € Ngz(vj),ds(w) = 1}. One sees that G is Fogyo-free and A(G) > A(G™), a contradiction.

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.4. For every member J € Jy, J is a connected component of G*[R| and n(V(J)) < —1.

Proof. According to the definition of J4, one sees that, for each J € Jy, J contains a cycle Co,
and one may label the vertices in V(J) as vi, ..., vap. If there exists a vertex v € V(J)\ V(J) such
that Nj(v) # 0, then there exists a Py1 in G*[V (J)U{v}], a contradiction. Thus J is a connected
component of G*[R] for each J € J4. In what follows, we show n(V(J)) < —1.

Let ' = Uzk Ns(vi), Sg = Uzk Ng,(v;) and ST = U% Ng, (v;). Recall that n(V(J))
e(J)— (k—1)|J| and J is obtamed from Ko by deleting t; edges. If t; > k + 1, then n(V (J))
e(J)—(k—=1)|J| <k(2k—1) —k—1—2k(k —1) = —1. So we proceed by considering 0 < t; < k.

Case 1. 0 <ty < k—1. In this case, there exist at least 2k — 2t ; vertices, say v1,v2, ..., Vop—2¢,,
in V(J), such that dj(v1) = -+ = dj(vog—2,) = 2k — 1 and x,,, > --- >

<
<

Ty, - One sees
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that Ng(v1),..., Ns(vak—2t,), U?izk72tJ+1 Ng(v;) are pairwise disjoint. Otherwise, without loss of
generality, assume that there exists a vertex wg € N, S(vl)ﬂU?i%thJ +1 Ns(v;). Then by Lemma[3.T]
G*[{u*, wo}UV (J)] contains an Fyy o with central vertex vy, a contradiction. We claim Ng, (v;) = 0,
ie., dg(v;) = dg, (v;) for each i € {2,...,2k — 2t;}. Otherwise, there exists a vertex w € Ng,(v;)
for some 2 < i < 2k — 2t;. By Lemma 2.1l G* — v;w 4+ viw is Foio-free and has a larger spectral
radius than G*, a contradiction. Recall that |S1| < 2e(.S). Thus,

2k—2t; 2k—2t;
DIFTED SIS MR e
i=2 i=2 uEN 7 (v5) wENg (v;)

2k—2t; 2k—2t;
< (2k—2tj—1)+ Z dJ(Ui)+ Z ds(vi)
1=2 1=2
(2k —2t; — 1) + (2k — 1)(2k — 2t5 — 1) + |54
2e(S) + 2k(2k — 2t; — 1)
k(k — 1) + 2k(2k — 2t; — 1). (As e(S) < M)

NN N

Hence,

2k—2t

—1 2k(2k —2t; — 1
wagk(k )+ 2k(2k — 2t; — 1)
=2

A

Recall that J is obtained from Ky, by deleting t; edges and dj(v2) = - - - = dj(vag—2t,) = 2k —1.
Hence7 we have ZUEV(J)\{’l&,...,’UQk,QtJ}(dJ(u) - k + 1)1.“/ < 26(J) - ZUG{UQ,...,’UQ}C,QtJ} dJ(u) - (k -
D(2ty+1)<2k(2k—1)—2t;— (2k—1)(2k—2t;—1)— (k—1)(2t;+ 1) = (2k — 2)t; + k. By 23),
we have

2(1. 2 _ _
n(V(J)) < Z (dj(u) —k+ 1)z, + Rk -1+ Qk)\@k 27 =) _ e(J)

ueV(J)\{vz,....var—2: 5 }

5k3 — 4kt — 3k?
A

< (2k— 2ty +k—k(2k — 1) +t; +

A)2 3 _ 1.2
:(2k—1—%)tJ—2k2+2k+u.

Recall that 0 <ty <k —1, A\ > /m > %k3 + 2k? + 14k and k > 3. Consequently,

5k% — 3k
3k‘2 <
5 + 2k + 14

Ak
3k2+2k+ 14

n(V(J)) < (2k — Yk —1) — 2k + 2k + -
Case 2. t; = k. In this case, by ([2.8]), we have n(V(J)) <e(J) — (k- 1)|J| =k(2k - 1) —k —
(k — 1)2k = 0.
If there exists a vertex v; € V(J) satisfying dj(v;) = 2k — 2 and dg+(v;) < k(k + 1), we obtain
k(k
Loy, < ( >\+1) . COHSunently, ZuEV(J)\{Ul}(dJ(u) - k+ 1)1’u < ZUEV(J)\{UZ} dJ(’LL) — (k — 1)(2k — 1) g
2e(J) —dy(v;) — (k—1)(2k — 1) < 2k? — 3k + 1. By ([23)), we have

k3 + k2
V)< Y (d(w) =k + Day + v —el)
ueV (I)\{vi}

k3 + k2
<2k —3k+1+ +

— k(2k —1) + &
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k3 + k2

= —k+1
14—

Recall that A > /m > 3k3 + 2k 4 14k. Then 5(V (J)) < —k + 1 + % < -1

Next, we show that there indeed exists a vertex v; € V(J) such that dj(v;) > 2k — 2 and
de+(v;) < k(k + 1) by considering the following two subcases.

Subcase 2.1. There exist at least two distinct vertices v;, v; € V/(J) such that dj(v;) = dj(vj) =
2k — 1. In this subcase, assume without loss of generality that dj(v1) = dj(v2) = 2k — 1 where
Ty, = Ty,. By a similar discussion as that in Case 1, one sees that Ng(v1), Ng(v2) and U?ig Ng(vi)
are pairwise disjoint. If dg,(v2) # 0 and w € Ng,(v2), then let G = G* — vaw + viw. Clearly G is
Fopyo-free and has larger spectral radius than G*, a contradiction. Thus dg,(v2) = 0. Recall that
e(S) < *EL Then dg-(v2) < 142k — 1+ 2e(S) < k(k +1).

Subcase 2.2. There exists at most one vertex v € V(J) with d;(v) = 2k — 1. In this subcase,
we may partition V' (J) as Vi UV, where |Vi| = |Va| = k, and J[V}] = J[V2] = Kj. We proceed by

showing the following claims to complete our proof.

Claim 6. All the vertices w € Ng,(V (J)) with dj(w) = 1 have a common neighbor in V (J).

Proof. Let v be in V(J) with z, = max,cy () Zu, and let w be in Ng,(V(J)) with d;(w) = 1. If
w = v, then let G = G* — wv’' + wv, where v’ is the unique neighbor of w in V(J). Clearly G is

Fyyo-free and has larger spectral radius than G*, a contradiction. O
Claim 7. All the vertices w € Ng,(V(J)) with dj(w) = 2 have a common neighborhood in V(J).

Proof. Suppose there are two distinct vertices w and w’ in Ng,(V(J)) with dj(w) = dj(w') = 2
satisfying Ny(w) # Ny(w'). Assume 3° oy () Tv = Dpen,(w) Tv- Then let G = G* — {w'v |
v € Ny(w')} +{w'v | v € Nj(w)}. Clearly, G is Fppio-free and has a larger spectral radius, a

contradiction. O

By Claims [0l and [7, we may assume all vertices in Ng,(V(J)) with only one neighbor in V'(.J)
(if there exists) have common neighbor v;, € V(J), and all vertices in Ng,(V(J)) with exactly
two neighbors in V(J) (if there exist) have common neighborhood {v;,,vi,}. Then for each v; €
V(J)\ {viy, viy, viy } and each w € Ng,(v;), we obtain dj(w) > 3. Further on we have the following

claim.
Claim 8. Let v,v' be two distinct vertices of J satisfying v # v' and dj(v) = 2k — 2. Then, for

any distict vertices v;,v; € V(J)\ {v,v'}, G*[{u*} U (V(J) \ {v,v'})] contains a v;vj-path of length
2k — 2.

Proof. Recall that V3 UV4 is a partition of V(J). Hence one may assume, without loss of generality,

that v € V; and v’ € V5. By the symmetry of v; and v;, we proceed by considering the following

two cases.
. . . . ... . * . ... . . ] 1 . * - .
e v; € V1,v; € V5. Then Vi SV WG, e U V) S A desired v;v;-path, where Vit 5o e ey Vit
/
e Vi\{v,v;} and vj,,...,v;_, € Vo \ {v/,v;}.
o v,v; € Vi or v;,v; € Va. Here we only consider the former. If & = 3, then choose

vj,_, € Vo \ {v} such that vj, | ~v;. If k > 4, then choose some vertex vy € Vi \ {v,v;,v;}.
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X . .

Then vu*vj, -+ vj, vy -~ vyv; is a desired v;vj-path, where vy,...,vy €V \ {v,v;,v;} and
. i /

Vjyy-es 05, € Va\ {v'}. U

Next we come back to continue the proof for Subcase 2.2.

If there is a vertex w € Ng,(V(J)) with dj(w) > 3 and there is a vertex v; € Nj(w)\{vi,, viy, vis }
such that dj(v;) > 2k — 2, and v; is adjacent to at least two vertices in Nj(w), then w is the unique
vertex in Sy satisfying w ~ v;. Otherwise, suppose w’ € Ng,(v;) \ {w}, then dj(w’) > 3, and
so by Claim B G*[{u*,w,w'} U Ny[v;]] contains an Fp,io with central vertex v;, a contradiction.
Therefore, N(v;) C {u*,w} UV (J) U S1, and so dg=(v;) < k(k+1).

Now we consider dj(w) > 3 for all w in Ng,(V(J)) and each vertex v; € Ny(w) \ {vi,, viy, vis }
with dj(v;) > 2k — 2 is adjacent to at most one vertex in Nj(w). For such vertex v;, if dg,(v;) < 1,
then dg-(v;) < k(k+1). If dg,(v;) > 2, then all vertices in Ng,(v;) have a common neighborhood
of sizeHG three including v; and the unique vertex, say v;«, in V(J) satisfying v;= ¢ v;. Otherwise, by
Claim [§ there is an Fpp1o in G* with central vertex v;, a contradiction. Take w,w’ € Ng,(v;) and
let Nj(w) = Ny(w') = {v;, v, vy }. If v« ~ vy and dj(v]) > 2k — 2, then by Claim [§ there exists
an Fy,. o in G* with central vertex vy, a contradiction. If v » vy or dj(vy) = 2k — 3, then Nj(w)
contains a vertex of degree 2k — 3 in J. In the following, we consider that for all w € Ng,(V(J))
with dj(w) > 3, Nj(w) contains a vertex of degree less than 2k — 2 in J. Then there is a vertex,
say v;,, of degree 2k — 1 in J, a unique vertex, say v;,, of degree less than 2k — 2 in J satisfying
dj(vig) = 2k —3. If Ng,(vi,) = 0, then dg=(vi,) < 142k —1+4|S1| < k(k+1). If Ng,(v;,) # 0, then
v;, = vi,. Otherwise, by Claim [§, G* contains an Fy o with central vertex v;,, a contradiction.

Furthermore, we have the following two claims.

Claim 9. Let w € Ng,(V (J)) satisfying dj(w) > 3. Then either dj(w) = 3 or dg«(v) < k(k + 1)
for some v € V(J).

Proof. 1f there is a vertex w € Ng,(V(J)) such that dj(w) > 4, then let v; € Nj(w) \ {vi,, vig, vis }-
One sees that v; has at least two neighbors in Nj(w). If dg,(v;) = 2, by Claim 8 there is an Fhy2 in
G* with central vertex v;, a contradiction. If dg,(v;) = 1, then dg=(v;) < 1+2k—1+1[51| < k(k+1),
as desired. O

Claim 10. Let w,w’ be two distinct vertices in Ng,(V(J)) satisfying dj(w) = dj(w') = 3. Then
either Nj(w) = Nj(w') or dg«(v) < k(k + 1) for some v € V(J).

Proof. Suppose Nj(w) # Nj(w'"). Then we have v, € Nj(w)NNy(w'). Assume that v; is a common
vertex of Nj(w) and Nj(w') other than v;;. Then G* contains an Fyyo with central vertex v;, a
contradiction. Hence Nj(w) N Ny(w') = {v;;}. For convenience, let Nj(w) = {viy,v;,,v;,} and
Ny(w') = {vig,vj;,v;,}. We first consider min{dg,(v;,)[i = 1,2,3,4} > 2. Assume without loss
of generality that z,; + 2y, > @y, + oy, . Then let G = G* — {w'vjy, w'vj, } + {w'vj, w'vy, }.
Clearly, G is Fbpyo-free, and has a larger spectral radius, a contradiction. The remaining case is
min{dg, (v;,)|t = 1,2,3,4} < 1. Assume dg,(vj,) = min{ds,(vj;,)|i = 1,2,3,4}. Then dg-(vj,) <
k(k 4+ 1), as desired. O

“Here we use size to denote the cardinality of a set
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Now we come back to complete the proof for Subcase 2.2.

By Claims 6] [7, @ and [0 if £ > 4, then there is a vertex v € V(J) such that dg,(v) < 1, and so
dg+(v) < k(k+ 1). We proceed by considering k = 3. In this subcase, if there is a vertex v € V(J)
such that dg(v) = 1, then dg,(v) < 1 is obviously true, and so dg«(v) < k(k 4+ 1). So in what
follows, we consider, for each v € V(J),dg(v) > 2.

By Claims [6] [7, @ and [0, we may take wy, we, w3 € Ng,(V(J)) with Nj(wy) = {vy }, Ny(wa) =
{viy,vig } and Ny(ws) = {vig, vig, viz }. I 2oy, + @y, < Ty, + Ty, , then we may construct G =
G* — {wavy,, wavi, } + {wavy,, wov;. . Clearly, G is Fyyyo-free and has a larger spectral radius
than G*, a contradiction. Hence, Ty, + Ty, > Ty + Ty, - If v;, ~ v, then construct G =
G* — {w'vig, w'vi, | W € Ng,(vig)} + {w'viy, w'viy | W' € Ng,(vig)}. Clearly, G is Fyyo-free and
has a larger spectral radius, a contradiction. If vy, ~ v, then J[{v;,, v, vi, }] contains two edges,
and SO v, ~ Vi, Vis ~ v;,. Otherwise, there is an Foyyo in G* with central vertex v;, or v;., a
contradiction. Therefore, v;, » v;; and vy, » v;;. Then, construct G = G* — {w'v;,, w'v;, | W' €
Ng, (vig)} + {w'vi,, w'viy | W' € Ng,(vig)}. Also, G is Fyyyo-free and has a larger spectral radius, a
contradiction.

Therefore, we deduce that J contains a vertex v satisfying dg+(v) < k(k + 1) for k > 3. Conse-
quently, n(V(J)) < —1 for each J € Jy, as desired. O

3.2. On the cardinalities of 71, />, J3 and J,

In this subsection, we determine the cardinalities, respectively, for J1, /2, J3 and J4. For con-
venience, we give a partition of R\ R®: Let Q = {u € R\ R°|dr(u) < k—2} and P =R\ (R°UQ).
Denote |P| = p, |Q| = ¢ for simplicity.

Lemma 3.5. | 71| =1 and |Je| = |T3| = |T4| = 0.

Proof. 1t |J1| > 2, by Lemma 20 we obtain n(R) < (v + 1)|J1] < 7, contradicting (Z3]). Then
we suppose that |J1] = 0. Then J = Jo U J3 U Jy and so |J| < 2k for each J € J. Further by
Lemmas 2.6 B3 and B4 we know that n(V(J)) < —1 for each J € J. Therefore, |J| < k(kgl).
Otherwise, by Lemma 24 n(R) < n(R¢) < —@ = ~, contradicting (2.5). Combine with
R¢ =UjesV(J), one has |R°| < k*(k — 1) and e(R°) < (k — 3)|R°|.

By the definition of (k—1)-core, PUQ admits a vertex ordering uy, ..., up1q such that dp, (u;) <
k—2forie{l,...,p+q}, where Ry = R and R; = R;—1 \ {uj—1} for ¢ > 2. Since the k-core
is well-defined and dp(u) < k — 2 for each v € @, we may assume that Q = {uy,...,u,} and

P = {ug41,...,uptq}. By the definition of (k — 1)-core, one may easily see e(P) + e(P,R¢) =
Zfiqqﬂ dg,(u;), and so e(P) + e(P, R°) < (k — 2)p.
Observe Y puge dr(u) < e(PUR®) 4 e(R), where e(P U R°) = e(P) + e(P, R°) + e(R®). Then

n(R) =Y (dr(u) —k+Dzu+ Y (dr(uw) —k+ 1)z, —e(R)

ueQR ue PUR®
<= au+e(P)+e(PRY) +e(R) — (k—1)(p + |R°Y).
ueQ)

k(k—1)
—.

It follows that n(R) < =3 ,co@u — P+ @ In view of (2.5]), we know that n(R) > v = —
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Thus }_,co Tu < ok —p+ ‘R—;l. Recall that |R¢| < k%(k — 1). Then

3k3 —2k% — k
A=Ay =Y wut Y wut ) S S,
ueQ ueP u€ER®

which contradicts A > /m > 3k3 + 2k? + 14k. Therefore, |Ji| = 1, as desired.

We now prove | J2| = 0. By Lemmas 2.5 2.6, B3] and B4] one has n(V(J)) < —(k — 1) for each
Je T2, n(V(J)) <vy+1foreach J e Jp and n(V(J)) < —1 for each J € J3U Jy. As |J1| > 1, if
|2 = 1, then n(R) < n(R) < 3 e V() + 22 5e2,1(V(J)) < 7, contradicting ([2.5). Thus we
obtain | 72| = 0.

Now we show that | J3| = |J4| = 0. If | J5|+|T4| = 2, then combine | 71| > 1 with Lemmas[2.5] B.3]
and 3.4 one has n(R) < n(R°) < v—1 < 7, a contradiction. If |J3| + |J4| = 1, we may assume,
without loss of generality, that | 73] = 1, |J4| = 0. Let J be the unique element in J;.

If J 2 Ska—l’ by Lemma we obtain n(V(J)) < v. Thus n(R) < n(R°) < n(V(J)) +
> jeq, MV (J)) < v—1<4, a contradiction.

If J = S\T]Lk—l and there exists a vertex v € V(J) with d;(v) > k and z, < 1, then by (23],
we have n(V(J)) < Xyevy(ds(u) —k+1) —e(J) = v+ 1. By Lemmas 24 and B3] we obtain
n(R) <n(R) < V() + e n(V(J)) < (y+1) —1 =, a contradiction.

If J= Sﬁ_f\,k—l and x, = 1 for each v € V(J) with dj(v) > k, by (2.3) one sees n(V(J)) = v+ 1.
By Lemma B3] we obtain n(R¢) < n(V(J)) + X_ jc7, n(V(J)) < 7. Recall that n(R°) > n(R) > .
Then one has n(R¢) = n(R) = 7. Hence, by Lemma 2.4 one has R = R, and by (2.4]) and (2.5]), we
also have e(S) = 0 and z,, = 1 for each w € S. In what follows, we show that S = ().

Suppose to the contrary that there exists a vertex w € S such that z,, = z,» = 1. Combining
e(S) =0, we have N(w) = N(u*). Thus G*[{u*,w} U R] contains a Popi1 = wujv2uVs . .. Ug_10k
u*vg11, where v ~ vy and each vertex in {ug,...,up_1} is of degree |J| — 1 in J. Then Foi o is
a subgraph of G*[{u*,w} U R], a contradiction. So we obtain S = (). Note that there is a vertex
v € V(J) such that d;j(v) = k. Thus d(v) = 1 + k. Together with A > /m > 2k® + 2k? + 14k and
k > 3, we have z, < % < 1, a contradiction. Thus |J3| = |J4| = 0, as desired.

This completes the proof. O

4. Proof of Theorems [I.7], 1.8 and

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorems [[.7] .8 and L9 respectively. Theorem [L7]
determines the unique graph among G(m, Fo12) having the largest spectral radius, which deduces
Conjecture directly. Theorem [[8] characterizes the unique graph among G(m, F}, 3) having the
largest spectral radius, which deduces Conjecture directly. Theorem [ identifies the graphs
among G(m, 61 ,4) for ¢ > p > 3 having the largest spectral radius, which resolves Problem [2] for
qg+p=T.

Proof of Theorem [I.7. Recall 71, ={J € J : |J| = 2k + 1}. In view of Lemma B35 J, = {R‘}
and then |R¢| > 2k + 1. In the following, we further prove that G*[R‘] € L ge| x—1-

Claim 11. G*[Rc] € ‘C\RCLk—l-
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Proof. If G*[R°] € 1 \ ({SIRC\ k1) Y L|Rre| k—1), then by Lemma 2.5, we have n(R) < v, a contra-
diction. Now we consider G*[R¢| = S‘Eq p_1- Let Ry = {u1,...,upR,} be the set of dominating
Relp—1> and Ry = {v1, ..., VR, } be the set R\ Ry. It is clear that |Ri| = k — 1 and
|Rg2| > k+2. Moreover, let v1vy be the unique edge within Ry. Note that dre(u) = k for u € {vy,v9},
dre(u) = k — 1 for u € Ry \ {v1,v2} and dge(u) = |R¢| — 1 for uw € R;y. Since vy = —@ and

e(B) = (*51) + (k= D(R ~ k +1) + 1, by @3), we obtain

vertices in S

N(RY) = (dre(u) —k+Dau+ Y (dre(w) = k+ 1)zy — (R

u€R u€{vi,va}
= (k= DR — k) = (IR — k) D (1= @) + oy + 0, — e(R)
ueR
=7 =14y + 2 — (IR = k)(k—1- ) x). (4.12)

ueR

If xy, + @y, < 1, then by [@I2)), n(R¢) < v, and so by Lemma 2.4 n(R) < ~, a contradiction to
23). In the following, we consider x,, + x,, > 1.

Note that both v; and vy have no neighbor in R\ R°. Otherwise, Ng=(u*) contains a path of
order 2k + 1, and so G* contains an Fy o, a contradiction. Therefore, \(xy, + Ty,) = Ty, + Ty, +
200 + 23 e p, Tu T DoweNg({orve}) Uonva} (W) Zw, and so e(S, {v1,v2}) = (A = 1)(@y, + 20,) — 2k.

Let w € Ng({vi,va}). Clearly, Ng,(w) = 0; Otherwise, G* contains an Fj;,o whose central
vertex is in Ng, (w), a contradiction. That is to say, dg,(w) = 0 for all w € Ng({v1,v2}). Then
for all w € Ng({v1,v2}) with dg(w) = 0, one has Az, < Azur — D cp, Tu = A — D uep, Tu, and
SO Ty <1 — %Zuelﬁ zy. By (25) and (£I2]), one has e(S) < 1. Combining with e(S, {vi,v2})
(A = 1) (g, + Top) — 2k and z,, + 24, > 1 yields e(S, {v1,v2}) = (A — 1)(@y, + 20,) — 2k — 4
(A — 2k — 5) (20, + Tu,), where S = {w € S|dg(w) = 0}.

Now by (24) and Z5), n(R) > v + #(mvl + Zuy) D uer, Tu- Combining with (I2]), one
has

>
2

A—2k—-5
f(xvl + Tyy) Z Ty < =142y + 20, — (R — k) (k=1 - Z Tu),
u€R: uERy
and so
A—2k—-5
— Y wu— 1| (o +0,) S —(IR° = k)(k—1= ) ) — 1. (4.13)
u€R; u€ER
If > uer, Tu < kb — 3, then by ([@I3), we obtain —2 < (3=2:=3 Y ouer, Tu — 1)@y, + 24,) <
—3(|R°| — k) — 1 < —EF3 | a contradiction. If k — 3 < > uer, Tu < k—1, then by ([@.I3]), we obtain

2
(A=2h=5 Y uer, Tu — 1)(Tv, + 20y) < 0, and so A=ZE=5 (| — 3) — 1 < 0, a contradiction. Therefore,
G*[RC] S £|Rc‘,k71.
This completes the proof. ]

Now, we come back to show Theorem [[.71 Note that V(G) = {u*} URU S. It suffices to show
S =0 and G*[R] = S|g| j—1-

By Lemma [[1], we have G*[R¢] € L|ge| ;—1. By Lemmas 2.4 and L3 we get n(R) < n(R°) < v
By (23), we know that n(R) > e(S) + 7. Thus, e(S) = 0 and n(R) = n(R¢) = 7. By Lemmas 2.4]
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and 2.5 one has R = R° and z, = 1 for each u € R with dr(u) > k. Also, combining with
n(R) = v and (24), (23], we have z,, = 1 for each w € S.

Next we show S = (. Otherwise, let wy be in S. Then x,, = 1 = x,+. Since e(S) = 0,
we have N(wp) € N(u*), and so N(wp) = N(u*). Note that G*[R] € Lg| 1, that is, G*[R] is

obtained from St by deleting some edge e*. One may still partition R into R; U Ry, where

|R|k—1
Ry ={u1,...,up,} and Ry = {v1,..., 0y }-

e k=3 and e* = uyug. If |S| = 1, then S = {wp} and e* = ujuy. So we have A = Az, < 5,
which contradicts A > /m > 100. If |S| > 2, then there is an Fy in G*, a contradiction.

e k= 3,e* # ujug, or k > 4. No matter how e* is chosen, there always exists a vertex subset
R, C Ry of size (k + 2) such that G*[{u*, wo} U Ry U R}] contains a spanning subgraph being
isomorphic to Fbgio, a contradiction.

Now, we show G*[R] & S|R|,k—1, and more precisely, we show that e* = vjvy. Suppose to the
contrary that e* # v1ve. Then there must exist an ¢ € {1,2} such that dr(v;) = k. Without loss of
generality, we may assume dr(v;) = k. Recall that z, = 1 = z,» for each u € R with dg(u) > k.
Consequently, Ng«[u] = Ng«[u*] for each v € R with dr(u) > k. Hence, Ng«[v1] = Ng+[u*], which
implies vy is adjacent to each vertex of R, a contradiction to the choice of Rs. Therefore, e* = vivs
and so G*[R] = S|g| j—1-

This completes the proof. ]

Proof of Theorem [I.8. Recall that &k > 3 and m > 9k6 + 6k5 + 46k* 4 56k + 196k2. It is clear
that G(m, Fy3) € G(m, Fo42) and there is no Fy3 in G = K, V (7 — T)Kl- By Theorem [I.7]
we obtain that if G € G(m, Fj.3), then \(G) < E=ltvim=h=tl V42m7k2+1 with equality if and only if G =
Ky Vv (% — E=1) K. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [1.9. Recall that £ > 3 and m > %kﬁ + 6k® + 46k* + 56k3 + 196k2. When
g=2p=23,s=>2r>23,p+q=2k+1and r+s=2k+2, it is clear that G(m, 01 ,4) UG(m, 01 5+) C
G(m, Fap42) and there is no 0,4 or 015 in G = K Vv (F — kil)Kl By Theorem [[.7, we obtain
that if G € G(m,01,4) UG(m,01,), then A\(G) < E=tdm=htl E4+1 with equality if and only if
G=KpV (7 - %)Kl This completes the proof. O

5. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we mainly consider some spectral extrema of graphs with fixed size. On the
one hand, we characterize the Fbp,o-free graph of size m having the largest spectral radius (see
Theorem [L7)). On the other hand, we also determine the F}, 3-free graph of size m having the
largest spectral radius. It confirms Conjecture One may see the following fact: Cory1 C
0122k—1 € Fop1,Conq2 C b1k © Fopqo and Fopyy © Fopyo. Hence, Conjecture [L3] can be
implied by Conjecture [L4], and Conjecture [[L4] can also be derived by Conjecture It is easy to
see that Theorem [T is stronger than Conjecture [[LG for ¥ > 3. Consequently, the main results
[I7, Theorems 1.3, 1.4, 1.5 and 1.6] are direct consequences of Theorem [[.7l when m > gk:6 + 6k5 +
46k* + 56> + 196k

It is interesting to see that we identify the 0, , ,-free graph of size m having the largest spectral
radius, where ¢ > p > 3 and p + ¢ > 7, which resolves Problem 2 for p + ¢ > 7. Together
with [12] 17, 22| 27], all the graphs in G(m, 01, 4) \ {61,3,3} having the largest spectral radius were
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determined, where ¢ > p > 2. Hence, we propose the following three natural and interesting

problems.

Problem 3. How can we characterize the graphs among G(m,0133) having the largest spectral

radius?

Problem 4. How can we characterize the graphs among G(m,0,, ) having the largest spectral

radius forq>=p>r > 27
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